In Figure 3 of this article, the labels in the key were accidentally switched. The key should have indicated that the red symbols show results for incongruent trials and the blue symbols show results for congruent trials. The corrected figure is printed below. , results are also shown for a control condition (in which TMS was not applied) for trials responded to correctly and incorrectly. Dashed lines reflect mean confidence in the control condition. The graph in (c) shows baseline-corrected confidence data in Experiment 2 as a function of response accuracy. Baseline-corrected confidence data were calculated by subtracting mean raw confidence ratings on no-TMS trials from mean raw confidence ratings on TMS trials. Error bars reflect standard errors of the mean. Asterisks indicate a significant difference between TMS conditions (p < .05).
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